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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 October 2004 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-5 and 7-21 are pending. 

2. Amendment filed 11/16/2005 with a request for continued 
examination has been received and considered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122 (b) , by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

3. Claims 1-4, 7-10, 12-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e)- 
as being anticipated by Caffarelli et al (US 6091686) . 

As per claims 1, 3, and 7, Caffarelli et al discloses a 
file management method for files recorded on in an optical disk, 
comprising the steps of: reading information on whether or not a 
file recorded on the optical disk is prohibited to be renamed; 
and determining whether to conduct a requested operation of 
renaming and moving the file based on the read information (see 
column 11 line 45 through column 12 line 12 and column 18 lines 
10-26 where it is inherent to check the file attributes before 
using or modifying the file because the attributes describe and 



regulate the file's use. Marking a file as read only would 
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prevent any type of modification including renaming and moving 
the file) . 

As per claims 2, 4, and 10, Caffarelli et al discloses the 
information is written on the optical disc in a file attribute 
field of a file identifier descriptor in which detailed 
information on the file is written (see column 11 line 45 
through column 12 line 12 and column 18 lines 10-26) . 

As per claim 8, Caffarelli et al discloses the command for 
a file operation is received from a computer through a digital 
interface (see figures 1 and 2). 

As per claim 9, Caffarelli et al discloses providing an 
external ' device an information identifying the rejection of the 
requested file operation if the requested file operation is 
rejected (see column 14 lines 17-21) . 

As per claims 12 and 18, Caffarelli et al discloses the 
file attribute field has a size of 1 bit (see column 11 lines 
45-48) . 

As per claims 13-15 and 19, Caffarelli et al discloses 
moving a file to a different directory if permitted (see column 
18 lines 10-27) . 

As per claims 16-17 and 20, Caffarelli et al discloses the 
attribute information is pre-written on the optical disk in file 
attribute fields of a file identifier descriptor associated with 
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the associated file wherein the file identifier descriptor 
further includes a first field indicating whether or not a file 
exists, a second field indicating whether the file is a 
directory or file, a third field indicating deletion of the 
file, a fourth field indicating whether or not an associated 
directory is parent, and a fifth field indicating meta data (see 
column 11 line 45 through column 12 line 12 and figure 10) . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Caffarelli et al as applied to claims 3 
and 10 above, and further in view of Ikeda et al (US 6636551) . 

As per claims 5 and 11 Caffarelli et al fails to disclose 
an attribute for copying. 

However, Ikeda et al discloses such a copy attribute (see 
column 22 lines 52-64). 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use Ikeda et al's copy 
attribute with the attributes of Caffarelli et al's disk. 

Motivation to do so would have been to allow for a copy 
once and never copy attribute (see Ikeda et al column 22 lines 
52-64) . 

1. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Caffarelli et al as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of NetWare (webpage) . 

As per claim 21, Caffarelli et al discloses a file 
descriptor including a field indicating whether or not a file 
exists (see column 11 lines 45-65), a field indicating whether 
the file is a directory or file (see figure 10 numbers 450, 455, 
460, 470), a field indicating deletion of the file (see figure 
10 number 490), a field indicating whether or not an associated 
directory is parent (see figure 10 number 535 and 540), a field 
indicating meta data (see column 11 line 30 through column 12 
line 31), a field for storing the information of whether or not 
the file recorded on the optical disk is prohibited to be moved 
to another directory (see figure 10 number 450) . 

Caffarelli et al fails to disclose a field for storing the 
information of whether or not the file recorded on the optical 
disk is prohibited to be renamed, and a field for storing the 
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information of whether .or not the file recorded on the optical 
disk is prohibited to be copied. 

However, NetWare teaches such fields (see figure 17 pages 
18-19). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to include NetWare's 
fields with the fields of Caffarelli et al. 

Motivation to do so would have been to provide file system 
security (see page 2) . 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants arguments submitted on 11/16/2005 have been 
considered but are not persuasive. Applicant argues: that "read 
only 1 ' does not prevent the file from being renamed or moved and 
that the combination of Caffarelli and Ikeda does not teach the 
attribute patter is written on the optical disc in a file 
attribute field of a file attribute identifier descriptor. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that "read only" does 
not prevent the file from being renamed or moved, by definition 
(taken from the Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary Second 
Edition © 1994) "read only" is "a term used to describe 
information stored in such a way that it can be played back 
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(read) but cannot be changed (written) . Read-only can apply to 
a file or document that can be displayed or printed but not 
altered in any way." Therefore it is clear that moving or 
renaming a file that is marked as "read only" would not be 
possible . 

With respect to Applicant's argument that the combination 
of Caffarelli and Ikeda does not teach the attribute patter is 
written on the optical disc in a file attribute field of a file 
attribute identifier descriptor, all attributes in Caffarelli 
are stored in the file identifier descriptor and therefore when 
using the copy attribute of Ikeda it would also stored in the 
file identifier descriptor of Caffarelli. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Pyzocha whose telephone number is (571) 272-3875. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm first Fridays of the 
bi-week off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be 
reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone number for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 



MJP 



EMMANUEL LMOISE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




